NOV.15'2005 14:17 518 449 0047 



HOFFMAN WARNICK D ALESSANRO LLC #5736 P. 009 



III. REMARKS 

Claims 1-21 are pending in this application. By this amendment, claims 1, 7, 10 and 16 
hive been amended. These amendments are being made to facilitate early allowance of the 
pi esently claimed subject matter. Applicants do not acquiesce in the correctness of the rejections 
ai id reserves the right to present specific arguments regarding any rejected claims not specifically 
at dressed. Further, Applicants reserve the right to pursue the full scope of the subject matter of 
tqe original claims in a subsequent patent application that claims priority to the instant 
application. Reconsideration in view of the following remarks is respectfully requested. 

Entry of this Amendment is proper under 37 C.F.R. LI 16(b) because the Amendment: (a) 
places the application in condition for allowance as discussed below; (b) does not raise any new 
is sues requiring further search and/or consideration; and (c) places the application in better form 
fcjr appeal Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request entry of this Amendment. 

In the Office Action, claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as 
al egedly being indefinite. Claims 1, 3, 10, 12, 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
allegedly being anticipated by Endo (US. Patent Pub. No. 2004/0212841), hereafter "Endo." 

aims 4, 7, 1 3 and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as al legedly being unpatentable over 
Ejido in view of Olejar et al (US* Patent Pub. No. 2003/00371 00), hereafter "Olcjar." Claims 2, 
and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Endo in view 
olfDeng (U.S. Patent No. 6,243,394), hereafter "Deng." Claims 5, 14 and 20 are rejected under 
33 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Endo in view of Lakshman et al. (U.S. 
Patent No, 6,078,564), hereafter "Lakshman." Claims 6, 1 5 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 



§ 



03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Endo in view of Harris, Jr. et al (U.S. Patent No. 
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6, 1 44,975), hereafter "Harris " Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, §103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Endo and Olejar and further in view of Lakshman. Claim 9 is rejected under 
3$ U.S.C § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Endo, Olejar and Lakshman and farther 
view of Harris. 



in 



Al REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1-21 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §112, SECOND PARAGRAPH 

The Office has asserted that claims 1-21 are indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
aAd distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicants regard as the invention. Applicants 
have amended claims 1 7, 10, and 16 to recite "...wherein the application is adapted to transform 
th e data which is received in one of a plurality of received formats into the transformed data 
w tiich is in one of a plurality of retrieved formats." Applicants assert that this amendment further 
clprifies the invention. Accordingly, Applicants request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

B| REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1, 3, 10, 12, 16 AND 18 UNDER 35 U.S.C- §102(e) 

With regard to the 35 U.S.C § 102(e) rejection over Endo, Applicants assert that Endo 
d<tes not teach each and every feature of the claimed invention. For example, with respect to 
independent claims 1, 10 and 16, Applicants submit that Endo fails to teach receiving, on the 
server, data to be routed from a source to a destination, the data having the destination and a 
tr msaction type included therein. The Office equates the transaction type of the claimed 
invention the transmission method column in the tables of FIGS. 4-8. Pp. 0055-0056, 0060-0065. 
F owever, the tables of FIGS. 4-8 show examples of an address book (FIG. 4), a destination list 
(f 1G. 5), a default data-transmission-format information base (FIG. 6), a classified destination 
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li lt (FIG. 7), and a destination list (FIG. 8). To this extent, none of the Figures cited by the 
Office illustrate data that is intended to be routed from a source to a destination, e.g., the 
document data inputted by the document input unit of Endo. Furthermore, the document data 
it putted by the document input unit of Endo does not include a destination and transaction type 
within it. In contrast, the claimed invention includes . .receiving, on the server, data to be 
ix uted from a source to a destination, the data having the destination and a transaction type 
ii eluded therein." Claim 1 . As such, unlike the combination of the document data inputted by 
document input unit and information in the address book of Endo, the data of the claimed 
ir vention is both to be routed from a source to a destination and has the destination and a 
tr msaction type included therein. Thus, the data as included in the present invention is not 
taught by the document data and information of Endo. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request that the Office withdraw its rejection. 

With further respect to independent claims 1,10 and 16, Applicants respectfully submit 
that Endo also fails to teach that the application is adapted to transform the data which is 
received in one of a plurality of received formats into the transformed data which is in one of a 
p] urality of retrieved formats. As stated above, Endo teaches that a document input unit inputs 
document data. Pp. 0065. A format converter then converts the input document data to data in 
the designated data transmission format. However, nowhere does Endo teach that the input 
document data may be in one of a plurality formats. Instead, the input document data of Endo is 
always in the same format, i.e. inputted from a scanner or the like. Abstract, The claimed 
invention, in contrast, includes "... wherein the application is adapted to transform the data which 
received in one of a plurali ty of received formats into the transformed data which is in one of a 
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p urality of retrieved formats." Claim 1- To this extent, the application of the claimed invention 
does not merely convert input document data in a single predetermined format to a designated 
d ita transmission format as does the format converter of Endo, but is also adapted to transform 
<L tta which is received in one of a plurality of received formats. For the above reasons, the 
fc rmat converter of Endo does not teach the application of the claimed invention. Accordingly, 
Applicants request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

With respect to dependent claims, Applicants herein incorporate the arguments presented 
above with respect to the independent from which the claims depend. Furthermore, Applicants 
si bmit that all dependant claims are allowable based on their own distinct features. Since the 
cited art does not teach each and every feature of the claimed invention, Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of this rejection. 

C. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 2, 4-9, 11, 13-15, 17 and 19-21 UNDER 35 ILS.C. §1 03(a) 
With regard to the 35 U.S.C § 103(a) rejections, Applicants submit that the combined 
features of the cited art fail to teach each and every feature of the claimed invention. For 
example, with respect to independent claim 7, as argued above with respect to independent 
claims 1, 10 and 16, Endo fails to teach or suggest receiving, on the server, data to be routed 
frjma source to a destination, the data having the destination and a transaction type included 
therein. Furthermore, with respect to independent claim 7, as argued above with respect to 
independent claims l t 10, and 16, Endo fails to teach or suggest that the application is adapted to 
transform the data which is received in one of a plurality of received formats into the transformed 
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data which is in one of a plurality of retrieved formats. Olejar does not cure this deficiency. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the Office withdraw its rejection. 

With regard to the Office's arguments regarding dependent claims, Applicants herein 
ir corporate the arguments presented above with respect to independent claims listed above. In 
a< Idition, Applicants submit that all dependant claims are allowable based on their own distinct 
fe attires. However, for brevity, Appl icants will forego addressing each of these rejections 
individually, but reserve the right to do so should it become necessary. Accordingly, Applicants 
re spcctfully request that the Office withdraw its rejection. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

In addition to the above arguments, Applicants submit that each of the pending claims is 
patentable for one or more additional unique features. To this extent, Applicants do not 
acquiesce to the Office's interpretation of the claimed subject matter or the references used in 
rejecting the claimed subject matter. Additionally, Applicants do not acquiesce to the Office's 
<x imbinations and modifications of the various references or the motives cited for such 
c( >mbinations and modifications. These features and the appropriateness of the Office's 
c* nabinations and modifications have not been separately addressed herein for brevity. However, 
A jplicants reserve the right to present such arguments in a later response should one be 
necessary. 
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In light of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that all claims are in condition for 
allowance. Should the Examiner require anything further to place the application in better 
condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' undersigned 
representative at the number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: November 15, 2005 




Ronald A. D'AIessandro 
Reg. No.: 42,456 



Hoffman, Wamick & D'AIessandro LLC 
7: 1 State Street, 14* Floor 
Albany, New York 12207 
18)449-0044 
18)449-0047 (fax) 
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